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your return to ill treatment, were imprisoned for some days and forcibly brought back to Hodeidah.
" You claim, as compensation for this treatment, Twenty thousand pounds for yourself and Five thousand pounds for your servant.
" The Ottoman Government, with whom His Majestyss Ambassador has been in communication, represent that you went to Sanaa in defiance of the prohibition of the authorities ; that, in consequence of the political situation in the Yemen, the authorities thought it necessary to send you back to Hodeidah ; that on learning of this decision you effected your escape in disguise ; that none the less you were treated with consideration; and finally that you were brought back to Hodeidah.
" It thus appears, both from your own account and from that of the Turkish Government, that you left Hodeidah for the interior in spite of the express prohibition of the Turkish authorities, and that you did so clandestinely ; and that, after encouraging suspicions by this action, you again attempted, on pretence of taking photographs, to evade the authorities by escaping from Sanaa.
" There is some discrepancy in the two accounts of the treatment you received; but, in view of your conduct in acting in defiance of the wishes and express injunctions of the authorities, Sir E. Grey does not feel that it would be either equitable or desirable to press your own claim or that advanced on behalf of your servant, who was of course acting under your orders, upon the Turkish Government.
" I am, Sir, " Your most obedient, humble Servant,
"Louis MALLET/'
" 7, EGEBTON GARDENS, S.W,
" 18/12/11.
"The Under Secretary of State, Foreign Office,
London. " SIR,
" With reference to your letter 47437/11 of the eighth instant.
" I cannot help feeling that a misapprehension exists in the mind of the Foreign Secretary as to my motives for claiming redress from the Turkish Government. I obtained the best advice I could on the subject, which was to the effect that my protest should take the form of a demand for substantial damages. But, as this advice may have been, mis-